
Norman H. earc!erter 

Suzanne Dana* MD.. MM. 
evc..Xoce Crer2z: 

Craig Lucy 
Environmental Engine& 
Intermountain Power eroject 
Route 1, Box 824 	. 
Delta, Utah 84624 

OCT 2 9 1986 
• 538-61DB 

V" 	ef 
re‘ I- V • 

	

- 	‘; 

Re; Unit #1 compliance 
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Violation - Millard County 

Deer Mr. Lucyu 

In follow-up to our preliminary report review meeting held October 15, 
1986, please respond.to  the following questions, comments and concerns 
regarding the review.of the preliminary report for Wit #1 compliance 
testing. 

1. All references that MPF is subject to Subpart Da 
requirements should also Include and reference the State of Utah 
modified approval order dated December 19, 1985. 

2. Page 7 states that the 5O2 limitation for - Unit #1 is 0.15 
lbs/MBIU. Thestate approval order specified'0.150 lbs,MBTU. A 
third deoimallplece is needed. 

3. The report'stateS that test =tractors maltritui the sample 
point procedures outlined in CFR 40, Method 1: The May.2, 1986 
pretest inforegation letter specifically statei in Item P. 8; 
Any deviationi from CFR 40 Part 60, Appendix A methods must be 
approved ty Vs administrator (Executive Secretary, Utah Air 
Conservation Committee) prior to testing. The adednistrator was 
not consulted:kagarding the modification. Explain the deviation. 

4. Page 15 - measurements of length In units.ere inconsistent. 
Either feet stiould be used or meters. 	• 

5. Page 16 sietes that the SO2 test impingers were purged 
with clean dry air fox 25 minutes following each test. Meter 
marines do not support this claim (CFR 41), Methol6, 4.1.3). 
Explain the values. 
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6. The reporfnotes that one of the two QC SO2 samples was 
dropped and biOken., Ibis should have been reported to either 
EPA QAD source branch or to the Utah Bureau of Air Quelity in 
order that a riplacement QC sample could havebeen obtained and 
analyzed. Explain the deviation. 

7. Please subit calculations for NOk QC sample B04113. 
Calculaticns should conform to those in CFR 40 1  Method 7. 

8, No cpenting parameters for irrit #1 ware sutaitted fbr the 
particulate test. Refer to the pretest lettet,  dated May 2, 1966 
for the required informaticn. 

9. The report.does not supply the requested date for the 
soct-blowing rwn (#2). The endssion rate for 'particulate, ss 
stated in the report, is incorrect until the soot-blowing 
equation is performed. 

10. The report etes not provide any pretest Snd postest 
impinger weights for the particulate test. These are required. 

11. Particulate test raw data sheets show thit volumes of air 
greater than that required to perform leak checks have passed 
through the dry gas meter following each port traverse. Explain 
why the meter ending and beginning.show this.. If In fact it is 
due to leak checks, where are the leak eheak data? 

I. 

12. The report does not contain cpacity CEN data that is 
concurrent with the particulate test runs a$ required by CFR 
Vol. 50, No. 249 receiter 12, 1985, Standards of Performance for 
New Statimary -Sourres; Opacity Provision. Provide the 
appropriate date. 

13. toe report does nut contain an ultimata coal analysis. 
This is requirid. 

14. Raw data iheets for the S02 tests show that meter 
readings were taken every seven minutes. CFR 40, Method 6, 
4.1,3 requiresjhat meter readings be taken at'least wary five 
minutes. Explain the deviation. 

15. Method 6 1:)2 field data sheets show that the sareae rate 
exceeded approximately 1.0 liter/gin (4. 10 perbent) daring all 
$02 tests. Sample rates are twice the -rate spOcified in 
CFR 40, Meth:0.6, 4.1.3. Explain the deviatioh. 
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16. The report shows no data to support thatthe 502 
collectinn efficiency was 99% for each run. OFR 40, Method 6, 
2.1.2 requiresthat this be dcounented In the'report. Provide 
the data. 	0  

17. 7he entizi report section dealing with the MOx  tests is 
unreadable (raw data). Provide readable sheets. 

16. Page G 12 .1 shows a Ke  factor that is incorrect. Explain 
the deviation.. 

,• 	• 

194 Nt scrubber data are supplied in the repdrt. ReacUngs were 
to be made every 1$ minutes. Provide the dat.i.. 

20. No ccial billance certification documentatiOn is provided. 
Provide the data. 

•0 

21. No filter.balance scale information is cciitained in the 
report as required. Provide the tete. 

22. The report contains no ledger of the chain of custody for 
the test samples. Provide chain of custody information. 

23. In the "Stack Gas Emission Molitor Certif'ication Test 
Programm report SO2 analysis, Page G 137 and G.139, Clean Air 
Ehgineering used a Vsoln of 500 ml. This is a.deviation of 
Method 6 which"states that the total volLne of,solution in which 
the sulfur dioxide sample (Vsoln) is containei will be 100 ma. 
Explain the deViatico. 

24. After the -review of the stack gas reportpit was determined 
that the calibfation drift tests conducted on the Teco NOx  
analyzer and Weatern Research 502  analyzer had, not met the 
requirement of,*rformance specificatinn two. -You %ere notified 
of this problem and asked to make calibration corrections to 
these instrumerits and then provide the computer printouts of 
calibration rerp and span data over a 168-how-period. The 
requested information from this recallbration showed that the 
Teco Nox  analmrs (inaet and outlet) had compiled to 
performance specification two for calibration drift test. 
However, the Western Research SO2 andyzers (lhlet end outlet) 
did net show ccmpliance to performence specifitation two for 
calibration drift test. What action will be taken to show 
compliance to calibration drift test with the Western Research 
analyzer (Inlet and outlet)? 

01 
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25. No =put*: printout of Wx data was recorded by the Teco 
Nax  analyzer at the inlet Wring the relative accuracy test. 
(See Appendix e of -the *Stack Gas Emission Monitor Certification 
Test Programq; A review of the relative aocurecy test page A19 
or the report Xor the inlet Mx  analyzer shows NDx  inlet 
data. It appegrs that inlet NOx  data were obtained from 
outlet NOx  analyzer data recorded an June 4, 1986; see page 
823 thrcugh 831. 

a. Why a: aren't the Tem No x  analyzer data being recorded 
by the KVB commiter at the inlet? 

b. Where..did the inlet NOx  data come frOm which was used 
in the Teco Ntx inlet analyzer relative lifouracy test? 

.11 

c.-.lustily why another relative 8CCUTOCy.  test should not 
be required if IPSC wants to save the June 6th inlet test. 

d. When will another relative scour-soy test be scheddled 
if IPSC wants to discard the June 6th NOx Inlet test? 

4 

The following remarks and requests relate to the SeAkember 29, 1986 
notice of violation:- 

0 

1. In response to your letter dated October 1?1, 1986, Jim 
Stephens of this office compunicated by telephone with Dennis 
Millman co Octcbur 22 1  1986. During that call.it  was determined 
that the reserve coal pile would reach the storage capacity and 
be sealed to aVold excessive blowing emissions within one year 
from the date 6f the October 14, 1986 letter, and as an interim 
measure to control blowing dust, water sprinkling end compaction 
were being used, Also, the active coal pile dust problem would 
be investigated by Black and Veatch Consulting Engineers. Their 
recommendation4 could be received by IPP by December 3D, 1986 
end an 1PP corrective action . proposal and time. schedUle could 
then be provid0 the Executive Secretary .  by January 15, 1987. 

2. Jim Steven was Illso told the limestone unloading and 
telescopic disharge excessive opacity problemwould be 
investigated bt Black end Veatch Consulting Engineers and their 
recomendations also could be received by IPP by December 301  
1986. An IPP =naive action proposal end time schedule could 
then te provided the EXecutive Secretary by January 15, 1907. 
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